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Dear ion, ^ j 

"^rsjudlcod o0ali-^t you tn^" and "hanf^ps," ny word and aojillcablv alao to tho 
areas of ny work, <iro not really Idoiitical* 

I *t«'ant to aay r«otliln{; na.i and I now want riotliin^ said about wluit ^ have on CIA 
subvoillcUioe of i 2 g* It could not bo more solid and 1*11 uso it n^y way* ^ have never 
sou^t personal publicity and I don't tow. I want uso to acconplish more and other 
purpoBOa. 

I'd ImvD tlioui^it you knew Joo Uoulden (not Cou3.diii^;) . When you s.*nt you found tho 
Waahb»(ftonian stoiy "intmlj^nc" I lui left to wojider l»w, 

i'or ubatswr it la worth to you for ruaaons having; nothing to do with mif>- 
t^t of hla - and I did not miatrust hi«a- 1 aobud that ho tajx* the interview and return 
the tapea to i-e. Ua soya dianortloally opposite wtet I told him, tfiA in very conaiderable 
detail, COTBpicuoujily on "consplrBey theories," a oubjoct on wliloh 1 have bef« in 
dleputo wltlj olcoBt all others workliv; oi' tsoroly olairdzu? to bo working in theoo aroao. 

In short, he liod deliiborutvly and I cannot but wander wliy. BspecitJJ.y when he 
retunwd tlio tapes as htj was 8upix>uud to liavo, iwior to the apjearanci; of the jjlcce, 
yhen I hijard of whut bi wrote I wrote hlw and -^pert. Doth hav'e been eilt^nt since. Not 
oven pro fortsn denial of my accusations. I'vo since road ttie jjleco and it was reported 
to me ^^thfullya he Intended and he wrote an ax Job. 

You BOsffl to have accepted hie bullshit uncritically in snjdas wliit yon do about 
conspiracy theories," None arc td.no, I deal >/ith fact, 

^ tliis letter you show no conobm lor readily available fact with rejjard to tho 
aacaaaiiation. It is not " theory" to aay that it was the result of a oonapiracy. It 
is thboriaing to olain to know who tho pertieu to the conspiracy were, I niako no such cin^r. 
and nuvmr liave. 

If you have ary doubts about the Klnc asoasoination they can come orJly from 
todlffercmco to the readily avallablo fact. Hy this I a«aln mean not who did it but was 

d couspijjncy. There lias already been uwe than enoiu;h ol ay work on this tested 
in court,ilnd it stacked - wasn t evm attacked hy the State, 

Shoula you doubt thio and want an laparUal o;ilnion, try i'*o tonidron, Tho last 
thing ho said before tho State cop^iod out «i rebuttal in the recent evidentiary hcoring 
was a fiwj ooiaplln.int, ho enpui wrapped that Mg bf;ar ora around mo in tlie corridor and 
sa*d, 'Hurold, you old bastard, don t you know what oveikili is?" 

Soe, Bomctlnes I don't mind being called a bastard, 

(Sotwoon ua Jim Lestir and I liad "kidnapped" eacli and ev^ one of the State's 
rebuttal wituosses, all also suiT^fie witnesBes. Tliay submlttoc u fol(» list to tho 
court, which had no objections.) 

Host p<?oplo have a notion tliat belief should bo basod on fact, illno io tlmt tliose 
who fflvo people in n rporcsontatlvo society what the peoido no.id to uuke ’Miwscntative 
society work ou<-!rt Jiaw enough fonllinrity with fact not to toll cooplo what is not helpful 
Jo working of representatlvo socioty. On the boj'o Important quostions, what will not 
fruatmto tlio working of the kind of socioty wo are supixiaed to xiave. 

If boioro tills disgracoful houidcu porfomunco souoona told you tliat I hold those 
kinds of belief, I'd be intorostod in knowing b..cauao it was a deception that could not 
be acoldontal. Sincerely, 


